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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration and allowance are respectfully requested. Claims 1-15 are 
pending. By Ms annendment, daim 3. 5 and 1 1 were canceled without prejudice to Appticants* 
ng^ht to pursue one or more dMsiorad applicatione, and the remaining claims were amended to 
correct certain citidca! errors in the daims and/or to address one or more of the rejections 
drscuBsed below. Therefore, the amendments to the daims do not introduce new matter, Ctabms 
1-2. 4, 6-10 and 12-15 remain pending and at issue. 

Claim Qbtoetlone a Rejecftone Under 35 U AC, S Second Paraoraph 

ctaima 5i 8* and 14-19 were otjooted to due to various Idrmal matters, in addition, claims 
l^t 6-9. 10. and 1 1-15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as aOegedly 
indefinite. Each oftheseot>jectk}ns/rejectk3ns are discussed bek^ 

• various c|»ms, e.g,, daim 5, line 2, recited "oompnsin^ in a MarKush grouping which 
should include ''consisting oT language. Appreprfats correction of such irregularities have 
tseenmade. 

• C^m 8 refemad to a 'toomt>ination" lather than a "method". Accordingly, claim 8 has been 
amended to refer to a methext acoofding to Cleini 1 . 

• Claims 14 and 15 were objected to because the daims should have referred to an 'ert)B 
tyrosine kinase inhibitor' rather than a "tyrosine Idnase inhibitor'. While the daims no 
longer refer to an "arfoB t^oslm Idnase inhibitor fbr reasons that are discussed belaw« ail 
references to tyrosine kinase Hnhibftors now indLide an apprapnate modifier. 

• Claim 10 was rejected as indetinita because it refiDned to 'said cancer. Claim 9 has now 
been amended to refer to a method of treating cancer, eo that there is proper antecedent 
basis in daim 10 for tlw rsfsrenctt to "eaid oanceT. 

« Claims 1 1-12 were rejected as indefirvte because the daims referred to *CI*1033^ The 
daims have been amended to refer to the proper compound name reeled in cfc^m 4. 

• Claim 1 2 was rejected as Indefinite because the claim refenred to laxotere' without 
sufficient antecedent basts. The daim has been amended accoriiynoly, 

• Claims 1 and 9 were rejeded as Indefinite because of ^e limitations ''cefl prdiferative 
diseases^ and "i^rprdiferetive cellular disorder. The Examiner stated that the 
spedflcatidn does not daady set forth the definition of these limitations and the metes and 
bounds of th© patent protection desired are undear. Without conceding the propriety of 
the rejection and purely in the interest of advandng prosecution on the merits, >^Iicants 
have amended th© daims to refiBrto methods of treating cancer, rather than memods ca 
treating cell proliferative diseases or methods of treating h^o^erproliferetivB cellular 
drsordere. 
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Retectton« Under 35 U^.C. M 102 ft loa 

Claims 1. Z 5-8. d-10. and 1S*15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1Q2(b) as allegedly 
antidpatod by WOg931 140 OWO "140'). Further, daims 1-3, 5, ami 9-10 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(a) as anticipated by WO 0241828 fWO BZB-). Finely, daims 1-4. 5. 1 1 . and 12 
were r^ected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly unpatentable over Rao et aL tnt J, Radiation 
oncology Qlol. Phys. Vol. 48 (5): 1519^28 (2000) C*Rao"), 

WO '140 was dted as a disdosure of a method treating cancers chamaterizod l>y an 
Qverexpresaion of ErbB2 conr4)ris[ng admmistering to the patient an effedh/a amount of an anti- 
Ert>B2 antibody in combination with a chemotherapautic agent. Simiarlyp WO *82S was cited as a 
diBdoGure of a method of treating cqncer by admlnistBring an eitiBZ Int^Mtor alone or in 
combination with other anticancer agents. Finally. Rao was dted as a disdosure of a method of 
treating ErbBnover expressing human breast cancer cells wAh a combination of iornzing radiation 
andCl-1033w 

AppKcants taverse these rejections, addressed ooUectively befow. 

Afi to WO *1 40 and WO '820, the instant daims are notably difTerent than the disclosures 
of the dted references because the daims are directed to the admhistration of a panerb Inhibitor 
rather than an £rbB2-fisteelive inhibrtor. Therefore the daima are not antidpatad by WO '140 or 
WO •828 because these references simply do not disclose the daimed invention. 
) With respect to Rao. the daims have been amended to d^te the reforence to the ^ 

radiation in the daimed method. This amendment was made fn an effort to advance prosecution 
and it should not be taken as an admission that the Examinees r^ecdon has merit On the 
contrary, Applicants reserve the nqht to pursue the subjed matter exdsed frwn the cunwit daims 
in one or mare pending dMsional appRcaoons. 

In view of the fbragdhO amendments and remarka. favorable rBconsldemtlon and 
withdrawal of the Sections 102 and 103 n^ectians are respectfully requested. 

COHCmm 

f^avorable condderation of the fofagoing omondmonts and ramarlcs are respectfully 
requested. If, after consideration of these remarlcs the Examiner maintains that there are issues 
that remain an impediment to allowanoe, he is invited to telephone the undersigned to discuss such 
iseuea. 



Date: //(^f^^y^MC- 

Pfizer Inc^ 
Patent Dept, 5th R. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York. NY 10017-5755 



Raspadfully submitted, 

Pamela c. Anoona. Ph.D. 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No, 41,494 
(212)733-8031 
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